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Important Change of Date 


Please note that the last New York luncheon 
of the 1924-1925 season will be held Saturday, 
April 4, instead of April 11 as previously an- 
nounced. The luncheon on “NATIONALISM,” 
announced for March 28 (New York), will in- 
clude a discussion of the history text-book 
controversy. Speakers: Dr. CaRLToN J. H. 
Hayrs and Dr. CHARLES F. HoRNg. 
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AN INTERESTING WEEK 





HE Britis’ Government has rejected 

the Protocol. Just as last September 
Ramsay MacDonald repudiated his pre- 
decessor’s Treaty of Mutual Assistance, so 
now Chamberlain repudiates the Labor 
Government’s program and returns to the 
Cecil-Réquin plan of regional guarantees. 
France, angered at this inconsistency, has 
refused to sacrifice the Protocol unless a 
satisfactory alternative is assured. This 


) attitude is staunchly maintained not only 


by the Succession States closely allied with 
France, but also by the other small Euro- 
pean countries. On the surface, therefore, 
it appeared when the League Council ad- 
journed last Saturday that no progress 
had been made towards a solution of the 
problem of security and disarmament. 
Chamberlain, in his address to the 
League Council, March 12, declared the 
Protocol unacceptable because: (1) The 
compulsory arbitration clauses are too 
sweeping; (2) There is an over-emphasis 


} on sanctions, thus greatly increasing the 


obligations of the members of the League; 
(3) The economic boycott contemplated is 
impracticable with the United States out- 
side of the League; (4) The cessation of 
military preparations pending the settle- 
ment of a dispute might be to the advan- 
tage of the aggressor; (5) The arbitrary 


© provision that the aggressor bear all the 


costs of war might prove unwise; (6) In 


general the Protocol speaks too much of 


war. 

As an alternative he urged dependence 
on the Covenant and upon the development 
of purely defensive treaties under the 
League, “knitting together the nations 
most urgently concerned and whose differ- 
ences might lead to a renewal of strife.” 
The French reply, voiced by Briand, was a 
general defense of the Protocol but did not 
preclude a friendly consideration of the 


British proposal to revert to the plan of 
1923. He said: “A system of alliances is 
foreseen in the Protocol. If it is the best 
way to insure peace so much the better. 
May it make no victims. May it give a 
system applicable to all.” 

A motion to refer the Protocol back to 
the next Assembly of the League was 
unanimously agreed upon. The degree to 
which it will be seriously considered in 
September depends on whether in the 
meantime the British alternative proposals 
have become realities. It seems impossible 
in any event that the system of regional 
pacts will be sufficiently developed during 
the summer to meet completely the needs 
of the small and the non-European States. 
Moreover, the general principles of the 
Protocol, the outlawry of war through 
compulsory arbitration and the automatic 
determination of the aggressor, have be- 
come so deeply imbedded in the conscious- 
ness of millions of people that they will 
long continue to influence men’s thinking 
and ultimately perhaps, in one form or 
another, may become the basis of an ef- 
fective and binding world organization. 

The Five-Power Pact 

HE concrete and immediate suggestion 

which the British appear to have 
urged upon the French is the acceptance 
of a Five-Power Mutual Guarantee Treaty. 
The parties to this defensive pact would 
be: Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy 
and Belgium. This is a development of the 
idea suggested by Chancellor Cuno in 1922, 
a conception of which Ambassador Hough- 
ton was probably not unaware prior to 
its formal presentation by the German 
Government. The initial reaction in 
France was less unfriendly than in the 
Succession States, particularly in Poland, 
where the proposal was openly denounced 
as a threat at Polish territorial integrity. 
The impression has now become general 


“ ie ERP 




















= = Page 
that France may accept the proposed pact, 
provided: 


(1) It is enlarged to include Poland 
and Czecho-Slovakia, and 

(2) Germany enters the League of 
Nations without reservations. 


Germany and the League 
ERMANY is perceptibly nearer the 
League. The Council’s reply to her 
inquiries was courteous and conciliatory. 
It practically promised her a permanent 
seat on the Council. The Council, how- 
ever, rejected Germany’s other condition 
that she be freed, during the period of her 
disarmament, from obligations under Ar- 
ticle XVI to participate in League sanc- 
tions. But this refusal was coupled with 
an interpretation of Article XVI obviously 
intended to make Germany’s acceptance 
easy. The final words of the Council’s in- 
vitation are representative of the cordial- 
ity which marked it throughout: “In con- 
clusion, the Council wishes to express to 
Germany the sincere wish to see her as- 
sociated in their labors and thus play in 
the organization of peace a part corres- 
ponding to her position in the world.” 
Germany’s response to this hand of fel- 

lowship has, despite the electoral cam- 
paign, been friendly. Unless, therefore, 
France and Germany disagree in Septem- 
ber on the question whether the latter has 
carried out the disarmament provisions of 
the Treaty, the Reich will have an excellent 
chance to become at the next Assembly a 
member of the League on a basis of com- 
plete equality. 

Another Washington Conference? 

HE defeat of the Protocol and the in- 

definite postponement of the League 
Disarmament Conference, the calling of 
which next June was contingent on the 
ratification of the Protocol, raises anew 
the question of a Disarmament Conference 
under other than League auspices. Official 
intimations from Washington last week 
made clear that the initiative for another 
conference in Washington had come from 
London. The British Foreign Minister 
has repeatedly declared his country’s will- 
ingness to participate in any conference 
which promised success. There is a con- 
sensus of opinion that if President Cool- 
idge calls a conference, the agenda will be 
limited to naval armament, particularly 
submarines and cruisers, neither of which 
was effectively restricted at the Washing- 
ton Conference. He would probably favor 
the inclusion also of aeroplanes, but since 
these are an integral part of land as well 
as naval armament it seems unlikely that 
any measure of agreement on their restric- 
tion could be reached. Hence an Ameri- 
can conference would be primarily to com- 
plete the work of the Washington Con- 
ference. Whether it will be held depends 
largely on the attitude of France. 

JAMES G. MCDONALD. 


The Editers assume responsibility for the opinions expressed in this Bulletin. 
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Notes 

The League Council welcomed Charles 
P. Howland of New York (member of the 
F. P. A. Executive Committee) as the new 
President of the Greek Land Settlement 
Commission and passed a resolution ap. 
proving Mr. Howland’s suggestion that the 
problem of Greek refugees requires for its 
complete solution persevering humani- 
tarian work and an appeal to charitable 
institutions. 


The German Presidential campaign is 
being conducted with much less animosity 
than was at first feared. The failure of the 
Moderate and Left parties to unite on a 
single candidate may possibly lead to 4 
Conservative victory at the first election 
on March 29. But this is unlikely. 

In the meantime, Walter Simons, Chief 
of the Supreme Court, has been elected by 
the Reichstag as ad interim President. 





The struggle between Premier Herriot 
and the Catholic Church in France has 
reached a climax in the declaration by the 
Catholic clergy of a school strike in Alsace 
as a reply to the establishment there of 
an undenominational school. The Radical 
Party, of which Herriot is the head, is fun- 
damentally anti-Clerical. Herriot’s with- 
drawal of the French Ambassador from 
the Vatican and his program of applying 
the general French religious laws to Al- 
sace-Lorraine are the underlying causes 
for this latest struggle between Church 
and State. 


President Coolidge’s Tacna-Arica decis- 
ion has been enthusiastically welcomed in 
Chile, but just as violently denounced in 
Peru. This is probably inevitable in a 
question so passionately debated for more 
than a generation. 


The ratification by the Senate of the 
Isle of Pines Treaty last week, after more 
than twenty years’ delay, has been ac- 
claimed in Cuba as an evidence of the 
United States’ desire to do justice. It can- 
not but have favorable repercussions 
throughout Latin America. 


The Senate on March 13, by a vote of 
73 to 2, made the Swanson World Court 
Resolution a special order for Dec. 17. 
This probably means that the Court issue 
will be taken up and disposed of fairly 
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promptly at the re-convening of Congress. & 


Two Useful Pamphlets 
Should America Recognize Russia? 
JEROME Davis. A limited number avail- 

able to members on application. 
Plans and Protocols to End War: His. 
torical Outline and Guide. By JAMES T. 
SHOTWELL. This March number of /nter- 
national Conciliation, an admirable sum- 
mary, can be had by writing to the Car- 


By 
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negie Endowment for Internationa] Peace, § 


405 West 117th Street, New York City. 
Single copies, 5 cents. 
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